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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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II) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 
Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-9, drawn to pertaining to a die bonding film, classified in class 
428, subclass 42.2. 

II. Claims 10-14, drawn to a method of fixing a chipped work, classified in 
class 438, subclass 254. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

Inventions I and II are related as product and process of use. The inventions can 

be shown to be distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) the process for 

using the product as claimed can be practiced with another materially different product or 

(2) the product as claimed can be used in a materially different process of using that 

product (MPEP § 806.05(h)). In the instant case the adhesive could be used in a tape 

automated bonding system rather than a pressing system. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 

acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction 

for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the search 

required for Group I is not required for Group II, restriction for examination purposes as 

indicated is proper. 
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This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species of the claimed invention: 
Group I: 

Species 1, claims 1-5, 8, pertaining to a dicing/die bonding film wherein a 
releasability in an interface between the pressure sensitive adhesive layer and the die 
bonding adhesive layer is different corresponding to work attaching region; 

Species 2, claims 6-7, 9, pertaining to a dicing/die bonding film wherein the die 
bonding adhesive layer is arranged as a work-attaching region on part of the pressure 
sensitive adhesive layer; 

Group II: 

Species 1, claims 10-11,13 pertaining to a method of fixing a chipped work 
including a dicing/die bonding film wherein a releasability in an interface between the 
pressure sensitive adhesive layer and the die bonding adhesive layer is different 
corresponding to work attaching region; 

Species 2, claims 12 and 14, pertaining to a method of fixing a chipped work 
including a dicing/die bonding film wherein the die bonding adhesive layer is arranged as 
a work-attaching region on part of the pressure sensitive adhesive layer; 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, there is no generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
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readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is 
allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied 
by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected 
species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the 
case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the 
prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of 
the other invention. 

During a telephone conversation with Mr. Arai on 12/20/04 a provisional election 
was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, Species 1, claims 1-5, 8. 
Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office action. 
Claims 6-7, 9-14 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 3? 
CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
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remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a 
request under 37 CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1 . 17(i). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Senooetal('016). 

In reference to claim 1, Senoo et al teaches a dicing/die bonding film comprising: 
A pressure sensitive adhesive layer on a supporting base material and a die 
bonding adhesive layer on the pressure sensitive adhesive layer (Col. 5, lines: 40-67), 

Wherein releasibility in an interface between the pressure-sensitive adhesive layer 
and the die bonding adhesive layer is different between an interface (A) corresponding to 
a work-attaching region in the die-bonding adhesive layer and an interface (B) 
corresponding to a part or a whole of region, other than the work-attaching region and the 
releasibility of the interface (A) is higher than the reusability of interface (B) (Col. 6, 
lines: 5-30) 
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In reference to claim 2, Senoo et al teaches wherein adhesion of the pressure-sensitive 
adhesive layer to the die-bonding adhesive layer is different between a region 
corresponding to the work-attaching region in the die-bonding adhesive layer and a 
region corresponding to a part or the whole of the other region and satisfies the relation: 

The adhesion of the region(a) is lower than the adhesion of region (b) (Col. 6, 
lines: 5-10). 

In reference to claim 3, Senoo et al teaches wherein adhesion of the work-attaching 
region in the die-bonding adhesive layer to a work to the region(a) satisfies the 
relationship: 

The adhesion to the work is higher than the adhesion to the region (a) (Col. 6, 
lines" 5-10). 

In reference to claim 4, Senoo et al teaches wherein the part of the region other than the 
work-attaching region in the die bonding adhesive layer is a dicing ring-attaching region 
(ring frame l-Col.6, lines: 1-5). 

In reference to claim 5, Senoo et al teaches wherein adhesion of the dicing ring-attaching 
region in the die-bonding adhesive layer to dicing ring and to a region (b') corresponding 
to the dicing ring-attaching region satisfies the relationship: 

The adhesion to the dicing ring is lower than the adhesion to the region (b') 
(Col.6, lines: 5-15). 
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In reference to claim 8, Senoo et al teaches wherein the pressure-sensitive adhesive layer 
is made of a radiation-curing pressure-sensitive adhesive and the region (a) 
corresponding to the work-attaching region is irradiated with radiations (Col.6-7, lines: 
60-20). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura M. Schillinger whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1697. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T, R-F 7:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl W. Whitehead, Jr. can be reached on (571) 272-1702. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872- 
9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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